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ur LORD, | 

In paſling through a part of the divecle of 
Lincoln during the laſt ſummer, I learned that 
your lordſhip had delivered a charge, which was 
received by your clergy, and by ſeveral of the 
 umembers of the eſtabliſhed church, with marks 
of approbation. I, therefore, concluded that it 
would be publiſhed ; and, from the attention 
which your lordſhip is known to have given to 
mathematical inveſtigations, I expected to have 
found it diſtinguiſhed for cloſeneſs of argument, 
and acuteneſs of remark. But how great is my 
diſappointment on finding it to be a production 
that betrays both original poverty of genius, and 
A wretched' inconcluſiveneſs of argument. An 
ignorance too muſt be imputed to your lordſhip, 
diſgraceful to your character as a theologian, ad- 
wanced to the epiſcopal chair: more eſpecially 
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ſince you have come forward as the cenſurer of 


opinions, to which it would have been better for 


youn _— to have Os” a er attention. 


— 16 * 


Your fit * or r eight pages are 2 2 up with 


the moſt futile remarks; remarks, that will apply 


as well to one form of government as another; 
and they reſemble the firſt efforts of a juvenile 
mind, rather than diſplay the profound judgment 
of the able and experienced ſcholar. You have 


advanced in them nothing but pompous' inanity 
and inapplicable generalities ; and the quotations 
you have introduced, might have been choſen 
wich equal propriety and force by the oppoſer, as 


by the abettor, of your opinions. You have 
gravely quoted Ariſtotle to ſtrengthen your aſſer- 
tion, that men eannot continue united r e 
the eſtabliſhment of /ome ſpecies of political power; 


and adduced biſhop Warburton,” with a ſolemn 


parade, to ſhew us the neceſſity of religion to the 
well-being of ſociety ; but adduced in a manner 
not unfavourable to the. atheiſt; who would conſi- 
der the quotations from Warburton and Cicero, 


as unfolding what he would call the myſteries of 


prieſteraft. But genuine religion calls for no ſuch 
miſerable-ſupporters as your lordſhip : | 
Non tali —_—_ nec defenſoribus tis 


T 8 8 eget. . 
After 


N 530 | 
After this ridiculous attempt at argument, 
(made nobody knows againſt whom, certainly nor 
againſt thoſe whom you afterwards denominate the 
diſciples of Socinus, becauſe it contains nothing to 
which they would not aſſent) your lordſhip ſays, 
«© We might reaſonably have expected, that the 
cruelties and ſufferings experienced in France, would 
have excited univerſal deteſtation and terror.” Now 
that they did ſo, and were more feelingly lamented 
by thoſe who wiſhed for the eſtabliſhment of the re- 
public, than by their adverſaries, no impartial man 
can ſeriouſly doubt; and ſurely we might; with as 
much reaſon, have expected that the conduct ot 
the allies would have excited deteſtation and terror. 
equally univerſal ; and been as feelingly lamented 
by thoſe who profeſs themſelves the miniſters of 
the goſpel of peace, and who. aſſume a ſpiritual ' 
authority in what they call the eſtabliſhment of it, 
notwithſtanding that ſuch authority is irreconcile- 
able with its ſpirit, and in direct oppoſition to the 
injunction of its founder: Call no man your maſter 
upon the earth, for one is your maſter, even Chriſt, 
and all YE ARE BRETHREN. But alas! it is 
the ſubverſion of this ſpiritual authority, to call it 
by no harſher term, that has excited ſo general 
an alarm. And yet nothing can be more diſguſt- 
ing than to hear the prelates of the Engliſh church 
Z eant out their lamentation of the downfal of what 
| | | they 
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they now chuſe to denominate the chriſtian reli- 
gion, in France; when that very biſhop whom 
your lordſhip quotes, as well as biſhop Hurd, 
laboured earneſtly, but ineffectually“, to prove the 
church of: Rome to be, excluſively of all other 
churches, the antichriſtian power. What! can 
the poſſeſſion of eccleſiaſtical benefices; can the 
celebration of the maſs, with the idolatrous wor- 
Mip of Mary, of ſaints, and of angels; can a. 
frail tranſgreſſing mortal's impious aſſumption of an 
authority to forgive ſins, and to communicate the 
gifts of the holy ſpirit; can all the fooleries and: 
the knaveries of prieſts, with. thoſe lying wonders- 
with which they have deceived the world, be 
called chriſtianity? If they can, it is no wonder 
that it ſhould have been overthrown; the won- 
der is that the overthrow. ſhould: be lamented. 


But to evme ſtill nearer. By a trick of logi- 
cal legerdemain, very common with eccleſiaſtics, 
your lordſhip has made religion and the eſta- 
bliſned church, convertible terms. In this par- 
ticular, however, you are the leſs to be excuſed; 
for you were within the reach of better informa- 
tion. Mrs. Pretyman was once a diſſenter, and: 
did not, I dare ſay, conſider herſelf at. that time; 


” Sec Eranſon” I. etter to biſhop Hurd. 


„ 

as deſtitute of religion, although ſhe was not 4. 
member of the eſtabliſhed church. By her, 
therefore, my lord, had you deigned to have 
conſulted her, your ideas on this head might 
have been rectified. You tell us, however, that 
* not only the tenets and diſcipline of the eſta- 
bliſhed church have been attacked with inde- 
cent aſperity, but all the leading doctrines of 
the goſpel have been called in queſtion. The 
divinity and atohement of cur ſaviour, the per- 
Tonality and operation of the holy ſpirit, the inſpi- 
ration of the holy ſcriptures, and the expediency 
bf public worſhip, have been ſeriouſly denied.” 
It is undoubtedly true that they have ſo, but with- 
vut © weakening the ties of civil and religious obli- 
gations; and it {till remains with your lordſhip to 
prove that they are the leading doctrines of the 
goſpel. If they are, chriſtianity reſts upon a weak 
foundation, and you may well be alarmed and 
tremble for the fate of the goſpel, if you really 
believe the equality of Chriſt, and of the holy 
ſpirit, with the one almighty creator of the 
univerſe. 


As a prelate of the Engliſh church, you muſt 
faithfully believe that the creed aſcribed to Atha- 
naſius, and all the thirty-nine articles in their 
literal and grammatical ſenſe, ure conſonant with 

| 5 the 


1 
the word of God, or elſe be a profligate and dar- 
ing hypocrite, trifling with God and man. Now 


that blaſpheming crecd aſſerts,” that a man cannot 


be ſaved without he faithfully believes, not only 
that the Father is God, the ſon is God, and the 
holy ghoſt is God, but that each perſon is by him- 
ſelf God and lord. Here, moſt reverend and be- 


lie ving prelate ! pauſe and reflect a moment. If 


each perſcn be God and lord by himſelf, he 
mult be fo independantly of the other two; that 
is, the Father muſt be God and lord by himſelf, 
withcut the ſon and holy ghoſt: the fon muſt be 
God and lord by himſelf, without the Father and 
the holy ghoſt ; and the holy ghoſt muſt be God 
and lord by himſelf, without the Father and the 
ſon. The irrefragable concluſion from all this is, 
that there aze three Gods and three lords, contrary 
to ſcripture, and even to the other parts of the 
creed. No concluſion in Euclid can be deduced, 
with greater logical preciſion, and, however you may 
in words deny it, the ehurch acts upon it in what 


you callher © admirable liturgy ;” for ſhe addreſſes 


each perſon ſeparately, ſuppoſing that each of 
them ſeparately ean grant the petition preterred. 


As to the word atonement, it is no where to-be 
found in ſcripture as applicable to Chriſt, except in 
the eleventh verſe of the fifth. chapter of the epiſtle 


to the Romans, where the greek word is Kalannayn, 
which 
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1 
which your lordſhip knows, at leaſt ought to know, 
conveys no idea of an expiatory ſacrifice, but that 
of a reconciliation ; which reconciliation flowed 
from the unbounded benevolence of God, and 


Was received by mankind through the inſtru- 


mentality of Chriſt Jeſus. Beſides, if the ſon 
and the holy ghoſt are each of them God, equal 
to the Father, there would be an equal neceſſity 
for an atonement to be offered to each; or, is the 
ſon more benevolent than the Father, that he 
ſhould voluntarily offer up this expiatory facrifice 
to appeaſe his own juſtice, the juſtice of the Father, 
and the juſtice of the holy ghoſt ? 


If theſe are really © the valuable and diſcriminating 
ſanctions of chriſtianity,” why has not your lordſhip 
pointed out the paſſages in which they are fully 
declared to be ſo ? When Peter preached his firſt 
ſermon after the deſcent of the ſpirit, on the 
day of Pentecoſt, by which many were con- 
verted, he conveyed no other idea of Jeſus, than 
that of his being a man approved of God, or ra- 


ther proved to bo from God, by miracles and ſigns 


which God did by him; and that his reſurrection was 
effected, not by virtue of his own ſuperior nature, 
but by the power of God. © This Jeſus hath God 
raiſed up, whereof we all are witneſſes, therefore 


being by the right hand of God exalted, &c.” Here 


is a manifeſt abſurdity upon the hypotheſis that 
B Chriſt 
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Chriſt is God. For how could God be exalted? He, 
who muſt neceſſarily poſſeſs all poſſible power, 


wiſdom and goodneſs, could receive no acceſſion 


of greatneſs or of happineſs. As to the in- 
terpretat:on given to thoſe paſſages in which 
Jeſus expreſsly and unequivocally declares his 
inability to do any thing of himſelf, it would ſhock 
every ſober and reflecting mind, were not mankind 
taught from their infancy to make a ſurrender of 
their reaſon to the dogmas and abfurdities of 
orthodox prieſts, But it is a ſurrender which they 


have no right to require. ' hey have no delegated 


commiſſion from heaven; and, therefore, can 
produce no authority for preferring their own gloſſes 
to the pure word of God. That Jeſus ſhould be 
guilty of a mental reſervation, and ſpeak of his hu- 
man nature only, if he poſſeſſed any other, when 
he makes uſe of the perſonal pronouns, I, me, &c. 
is ſo evidentiy ſhocking, that nothing but the moſt 
warped mind could, for a moment, acquieſce in it. 
It is totally unworthy of him, who was without 
guile, and in whoſe mouth was ho deceit. That Chriſt 
ſhould ſay, I can of mine own ſelf do nothing; yet 
ſhould mean, that by my human nature I can 
do nothing, but by my divine nature I can do 


every thing, is as repugnant to ſcripture, as 


it is to common ſenſe and to common honeſty. 
Belices every prayer that Jeſus offers, ſtamps 
abſurdity 


* 


abſurdity upon the doctrine of his divinity. Did 


one nature of Jeſus pray to the other nature, and 


was Jeſus the object of his own devotion ? 


Again. © And this, ſays Jeſus, is life eternal, 
that they might know thee, the only true God, 
and Jeſus Chriſt whom thou haſt ſent.” But with 
what truth could Jeſus have called his Father the 


only true God, if be himſelf was God equal with 
tne Father ? 


Again. And Jeſus anſwered him, *The firſt 
ef all the commandments is. (Mark xu. 29) 
Hear, O Iſrael, the Lord our God, is one lord.” 
The apoſtle ſays, < We know that an idol is 
nothing in the world, and that there 1s none other 
God but one, for though there be that are called 
gods, whether in heaven or in earth, (as there be 
gods many and lords many,) butto us there 1s but 
one God, the Father, of whom are all things, and 
we in him; and one lord, Jefus Chriſt, by whom 
are all things, and we by him.” And what can be 
more deciſive than the declaration of the apoſtle, in the 
15th chapter of the firſt epiſtle to the Corinthians? 
e“ When all things ſhall be ſubdued unto him, then 
ſhall the ſon alſo himſelf be ſubject unto him that 
put all things under him, that God may be all in 
all.“ Language can have no meaning if the doctrine 
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62) 
of there being but one perſon in the godhead, be 
not the doctrine of the ſcriptures. To this J know 


that it may be oppoſed, that in the thirtieth verſe 


of the tenth chapter of John's goſpel, our maſter 
faith, “ I and the Father are one.“ But one what? 
Not God: for if fo, we muſt fay that his diſciples, 
and all chriſtians make one God ; for the ſame 
language is held in the ſeventeenth chapter of this 


goſpel. According to the twenty-firſt and twenty- 


ſecond verſes, Jeſus ſays, * Neither pray I for 
theſe alone, but for them alſo which ſhall believe 
on me through their name, that they all may be 
one, as thou Father art in me, and I in thee, that 
they alſo may be one in us: that the world may 
believe that thou haſt ſent me. And the glory 


which thou gaveſ} me, I have given them, that 


they may be one, even as we are one.” You ſee, 
therefore, that the ſame unity which prevails 
between God and Jeſus, prevails between God, and 
Jeſus, and his followers. If the former proves 
Jeſus equal with God, this muſt prove his followers 
to be ſo. But this is evidently abſurd; conſe- 
quently it means that there is an unity of deſign; 
that they are all one in the work of the chriſtian 
religion, and of promoting the ſalvation of men. 
In this ſenſe, though an human being only, Jeſus 
might certainly ſay, with the ſtricteſt propriety, © [ 


and the Father are one.“ For in him dwelt all che 


fullneſs of the godhead bodily. 
I am 
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1 am glad, my lord, of this opportunity of ſhew- 
ing the utility of comparing ſcripture with ſcripture 
and thereby aſcertaining the real ſenſe; as I cannot 
but be perſuaded, that if it were but duly attended 
to, it would ſhew that the ſcripture-doctrine con- 
cerning Jeſus, is that of his being a mere man, com- 
miſſioned indeed by almighty God, whoſe inſtru- 
ment he is incenducting his brethren to eternal hap- 
pineſs. For when once it appears, as it then would, 
that coming forth from the Father, ſent from God, 
being commiſſioned from heaven, ſon of God, 
and phraſeology ſimilar to this was familiar with 
the Jews, and applied by them to men, all ideas 
of Chriſt's having any exiſtence before his ap- 
pearance upon earth, would be cicarly perceived 
to be ill founded: and conſequently chriſtianity 
would recover it's purity in that fundamental 
doctrine of there being only one per ſon, the Father, 
who is God, and who alone is to be worſhipped. 


Your doctrines, my lord, are not more ab- 
horrent from reaſon, than they are contrary to a 
liberal conſtruction of ſcripture. I uſe the ex- 
preſſion liberal conſtruction, becauſe it is one 
which your own church has ſeen the propriety of, 
in her controverſies with the church of Rome. 
Whenever the divines of that church have brought 
forward the words, „This is my body ;” « This 
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62 
of there being but one perſon in the godhead, be 
not the doctrine of the ſcriptures. To this I know 


that it may be oppoſed, that in the thirtieth verſe 


of the tenth chapter of John's goſpel, our maſter 
faith, © I and the Father are one.“ But one what? 
Not God : for if ſo, we muſt fay that his diſciples, 
and all chriſtians make one God ; for the ſame 
language is held in the ſeventeenth chapter of this 
goſpel. According to the twenty-firſt and twenty- 
ſecond verſes, Jeſus ſays, ** Neither pray I for 
theſe alone, but for them alſo which ſhall believe 
on me through their name, that they all may be 
one, as thou Father art in me, and I in thee, that 
they allo may be one in us: that the world may 
believe that thou haſt ſent me. And the glory 


which thou gave} me, I have given them, that 


they may be one, even as we are one.” You ſee, 
therefore, that the ſame unity. which prevails 
between God and Jeſus, prevails between God, and 
Jeſus, and his followers. If the former proves 


| Jeſus equal with God, this muſt prove his followers 


to be ſo. But this is evidently abſurd; conſe- 


quently it means that there is an unity of deſign; 


that they are all one in the work of the chriſtian 
religion, and of promoting the ſalvation of men. 
In this ſenſe, though an human being only, Jeſus 
might certainly ſay, with the ſtricteſt propriety, © I 
and the Father are one.” For in him dwelt all the 


fullneſs of the godhead bodily. 
I am 
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1 am glad, my lord, of this opportunity of ſhew- 
ing the utility of comparing ſcripture with ſcripture 
and thereby aſcertaining the real ſenſe; as I cannot 
but be perſuaded, that if it were but duly attended 
to, it would ſhew that the ſcripture-doctrine con- 
cerning Jeſus, is that of his being a mere man, com- 
miſſioned indeed by almighty God, whoſe inſtru- 
ment he is incenduCting his brethren to eternal hap- 
pineſs. For when once it appears, as it then would, 
that coming forth from the Father, ſent from God, 
being commiſſioned from heaven, fon of God, 
and phraſeology ſimilar to this was familiar with 
the Jews, and applied by them to men, all ideas 
of Chrift's having any exiſtence before his ap- 
pearance upon earth, would be clearly | perceived 
to be ill founded: and conſequently chriſtianity 
would recover it's purity in that fundamental 
doctrine of there being only one perſon, the Father, 
who is God, and who alone is to be worſhipped. 


Your doctrines, my lord, are not more ab- 
horrent from reaſon, than they are contrary to a 
liberal conſtruction of {cripture. I uſe the ex- 
preſſion liberal conſtruction, becauſe it is one 


which your own church has ſeen the propriety of, 


in her controverſies with the church of Rome. 
Whenever the divines of that church have brought 
forward the words, «This is my body ;” This 
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is my blood ;” © whoſo eateth my fleſh, and 
drinketh my blood” &c. in favour of tranſub- 
ftantiation, thoſe of your own communion have 
always proteſted againſt their being underſtood 
in the literal ſenſe, and have, with the ſtriftef 
propriety and fairneſs, urged the neceſſity of ad- 
mitting a more liberal conſtruction. So that, my 
lord, the oppugners of the doctrine of the trinity, 
and of atonement by the blood of Chriſt, are only 
combating you on your own ground, and with 
your own weapons. 


You will not ſurely deny, that the unſcriptural 
expreſſions of your © admirable liturgy” were 
totally unknown in the primitive ages of the 
goſpel. The word trinity, was never uſed till 
lone after the apoſtolic age; the Nicene creed 
was a fabrication of the fourth century, and that 
aſcribed to Athanaſius did not appear till long 
after. The firſt followers of Jeſus conducted 
their worſhip without this unintelligible jargon, 
derived from the crude and metaphyſical notions: 
of the ſchools. And yet there never was a purer 
and more exalted devotion, nor was the conduct of 


chriſtians ever more conſonant with the purity of the 


goſpel, than in the three firſt centuries of it's pro- 
mulgation: during the greater part of which time, 
it was a deſpiſed and perfecuted hereſy, and, what 

| unitarianiſm 
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unitarianiſm now is, in direct oppoſition to the eſta» 
bliſhed religion. 


Since, my lord, you have ſo dictatorially aſ- 
ſerted that © the divinity and atonement of our ſa- 
viour,” and © the perſonality and operation ot the 
holy ſpirit,” are the leading doctrines of the goſpel, 
you mult not think me unreaſonable in making an 
enquiry into the grounds, and with what quali- 
fications, you have diſcovered them ſo to be. 
Have you paid ſtrict attention to the hebrew idiom; 
and are you perfectly familiar with Jewiſh ideas? 
Have you really compared ſcripture with ſcripture, 
and attended, with the ſame impartiality, to the 
evidences for the unitarian as the trinitarian 
ſentiments? Have you ſearched into the various 
manuſcripts, and ſtudied the quotations of the 
fathers, in order to aſcertain the genuine readings 
of the new teſtament; and have you conſulted the 
earlieſt verſions of thoſe ſacred books? Can you 
ſhewthe weakneſs of the arguments, by which Porſon 
has demonſtrated the ſpuriouſneſs of the text relating 
to the three witneſſes? And are you really maſter 
of every thing material, that has been urged by 
thoſe whom you denominate the diſciples of 
Socinus? If not, you are an incompetent judge. 
If you can anſwer in the affirmative, it would have 
been more honourable to yourſelf, and might have 

proved 
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proved more ſerviceable to your cauſe, if you had 
favoured us with argument, inſtead of dogmatical 


aſſertion. 


There is, however, one expreſſion in your 
charge, which affords ample teſtimony of your 
entire ignorance of thoſe opinions, upon which 
you would evidently bring an odium. My 
acquaintance, my lord, is tolerably extenſive 


amongſt thoſe who deny the death of Jeſus to have 


been an expiatory ſacrifice; and yet I know none 
who “ prefumptuouſly lay claim to eternal hap- 
pineſs upon the ground of their own merit.” They 
are convinced that neither Jeſus, themſelves, nor 
any created being can have merit, ſtrictly ſo called. 
They chearfully aſcribe it to the benevolence of 
the univerſal parent, that the doctrine of life and 
immortality has been brought to light. Whilſt 
they contemplate the character of Jeſus, with eſteem 
and reverence, and ſee in it whatſoever things are 
„lovely, and of good report,” they are firmly 
perſuaded that the higheſt gratitude, adoration, 
and praiſe is due to the great being, by whom he 
was commiſſioned. They can ſay with the apoſtle, 


ce Bleſſed be the God and Father of our lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, who hath bleſſed us with all ſpiritual bleſſings 


in heavenly places in Chrift.” Nor is it any degra- 
dation to the character of Jeſus, to be the inſtru- 
ment 


( I7. ). | 
ment of the almighty in revealing his will to 
man. | | . Cats 


Either the appellation, © the difciples of 8 
cinus“ is meant to convey the idea that the 
doctrines of the unity of perſon in the godhead, 
and the humanity of Jeſus, cannot be traced to 
any higher antiquity than the time of the refor- 
mation, which your lordfhip knows, or ought to 
know, is contrary both to feripture and to church 
hiſtory ; or elſe it was improper to ufe it at all, 
ſince the unitarians of the preſent day differ widely 
from the ſentiments of that eminent reformer ;/ 


eſpecially in that of the neceſſity of worſhipping 


Chriſt, although he conſidered him as a creature. 


Whether the attention which your lordfhip has 
given to abſtract quantity, has rendered you in- 
capable of attending to the nature of the human 
mind, is not for me to determine. This, however, 
is undoubtedly obvious, that there is no neceſſary 
connexion between unitarianiſm and republica- 
niſm; and ] am ſure that your lordfhip is guilty 


of a miſrepreſentation, when you ſay, that they 


who are believers in the mere humanity of Chriſt, 
are © amongſt the moſt zealous abetters of re- 
publican principles.” I am ſorry to ſay, that this 
ooks a little like artifice, in endeavouring to palm 

| upon 


) 
upon thoſe men, whom the defenders of your 


church have not been able to confute, political 


opinions, which, at this time of day, would render 
them odious, ſince the abettors of republican prin- 
ciples, are unfairly ſuppoſed to approve of all that 
has been tranſacted in France. To my knowledge 
there are ſeveral, who are ſincere in their diſbelief 
of the trinity, and convinced that Chriſt had no 
nature ſuperior to the human, who yet conſider 
the Engliſh conſtitution, if it were reſtored to it's 
purity, as that which would moſt promote the 
welfare of this country. But, my lord, I ſhould 


be glad if you would inform us, whether the 


ſpeculative opinion, that a republican form of 
government would be moſt promotive of the 
happineſs of man, be either treaſonable or ſedi- 
tious ; whether it be © inimical to the peace of 
ſociety, or ſubverſive of all religion ?” 


They who are known for their oppoſition to 
thoſe opinions, which your lordſhip has erro- 
neoully aſſerted to be the leading doctrines of the 
goſpel, are indeed men of cultivaied minds, 


and of general decency of character; and you 


might have added, with truth of far the greater part 
of them, that they are eminently moral. But it 
requires ſomething more than the avles «9a of a 
Pretyman, to prove that they are led aſtray by a 

| vain 
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VAIN philoſophy, or that © under the allowed free- 
dom of diſcuſſion,” they have © propagated opinions 
inimical to the peace of ſociety, or ſubverſive of alk 
religion.“ To believe in one almighty parent of 
the univerſe, under whoſe moral government we 
are; to believe that he has revealed his will to 
mankind by his ſervants the prophets, and raiſed 
us to the hope of eternal life by the goſpel, and 
that he has appointed a day in which he will judge 
the world, by that man whom he has ordained, 
cannot be ſubverſive of all religion. To believe 
that our happineſs or miſery in a future ſtate de- 
pends upon our conduct here, cannot be inimicab 
to the peace of ſociety. To believe that we muſt 


deny all ungodlineſs and worldly luſts, that we 


muſt recompence to no man evil for evil; but as 
much as lieth in us to lire peaceably with all men, 
cannot be inimical to the peace of ſociety. And, 


rherefore, what you ſay of © the moſt improved 


underſtandings, if they do not act under the ſalu- 


tary guidance of a religious principle, becoming 


a curſe, inſteack of a bleſſing, will not apply to 


thoſe whom your lordſhip calls the diſciples of 


Socinus; ſince, in deſpite of any thing you can 
prove to the contrary, they are not & without the 


directing influence of a ſound faith,” and are wil- 
ling to ſubſcribe to the truth of the aſſertion you 


have quoted from lord Bacon; namely, that 
*% there was never found in any age of the world, 
either 


(- 38; } 


either philoſophy, or ſect, or religion, which did ſo 


highly exalt the public good, as the chriſtian faith.” 


With thoſe aciſtical works, to hah you aſcribe 
the diforders of France, the unitarians have nothing 
to. do. They have neither * weakened the au- 
thority of revelation, ridiculed the idea of a 
moral governor of the - world or of reſponſibi- 
lity in a future ſtate.” On the contrary, there have 
been no men, in proportion to their numbers, 
who have more zealouſly exerted themſelves in 
bringing forward the evidences -for the truth of 
the chriſtian religion, or, who have more unwea- 
riedly inſiſted upon the doctrines of righteouſneſs, 
temperance, and a judgment to come. Amidft all 
the viciſſitudes of life, the great principles of the 
goſpel are .the grounds of their conſolation and 
hope. There are no men to whom the glad 
tidings of eternal life, are more ' deſirable, or who 


look forward with more ſteadfaſtneſs and joy to 


that period, when this mortal ſhall be exchanged for 
immortality. But it is not unworthy. of your 
lordſhip's conſideration, whether thoſe tenets 
which are held in common by the Engliſh and 
Romiſh churches, have not proved a more fruit- 
ful ſource of deiſm and, total unbelief, than any 
other cauſe whatever, When men perceive the 
abſurdities that flow from the doctrines of the 
trinity, and of an expiatory ſacrifice by the blood 
(a red 
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(a red fluid) of Chriſt; when they ſee that they 
who preſume to be the authoriſed teachers of 
the chriſtian faith, give in to the vices and 
follies ef the world, attached to its amuſements, 
pleaſures, honours and riches, and zealous to 
advance their worldly intereſts; when they ſee 
a ſet of men, under the denomination of the clergy, * 
aſſuming a dominion over the faith and con- 
ſciences of their fellow mortals, or what amounts 
to the ſame thing, directing their cenſures againſt 
thoſe who conſcientiouſly diſſent from them; when 
they fee theſe things, which from their infancy they 
have been taught to conſider as: the chriſtian reli- 
gion, it is no wonder that they ſhould look upon it 
as prieſtcraft., Deiſm is a thouſand times pre- 
ferable to ſuch chriſtianity. Though it be allowed 
that © the goſpel tends, in the higheſt degree, to 
promote the peace and welfare of the community,“ 
yet no ſanction is given to any eccleſiaſtical eſta- 
bliſhment. - Chriſt's kingdom is not of this world: 
chriſtianity ſtands upon its own baſis; and wants not 
the ſupport of any human power. Whoever is not 
convinced by the arguments that are adduced in its 
ſupport, will never be convinced from the mere con- 
ſideration of its being eſtabliſhed, but rather be the 
more confirmed in his unbelief, whatever hypo- 
critical pretenſions he may make, to avoid the 
odium, in which the open avowal of his opinions 

b might 
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might involve him. And unleſs he be convinced, 
it will never operate as a rule of life. But where 


it is received from a full perſuaſion of its truth, 
it will be thought worthy of all acceptation, and 


influence the conduct of it's genuine profeſſors. 


So that where it is received as the word of God, 
no eſtabliſhment of it is wanted; and where it is 


not received as the word of God, the eſtabliſh- 
ment of it can only make men hypocrites, 


It is not at all extraordinary, my lord, that they 
who have habituated themſelves to ſevere enquiry, 


and exerciſed their underſtanding in the detection 


of religious errors, ſhould be equally able to 


diſcern and expoſe abſurdities in politics. This 


is the only way that leads to improvement. It 


was the method by which the conſtitution of this 
country became ſuperior to that of Spain, of 


Portugal, or of Turkey. Ft is, therefore, likely 


that they who differ very widely from the doctrines 
and difcipline of the eſtabliſhed church, may alſo | 
be able to propoſe. amendments in the conſtitution 
of their country. But ſurely for this, they are 
entitled to the gratitude of their fellow citizens, 
and not to be held up by bigoted and intereſted 


 prelates, as © licentious innovators, or diſcon- 
ned: and fattious ſpirits.” 


But 
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But after all, my lord, your own attachment to 
the tenets and diſcipline of the church of England 
does not appear to be either diſintereſted, or formed 
upon a profound acquaintance with theological 
learning. You are in poſſeſſion of one of its 
higheſt dignities, and ſhare in ſome of it's largeſt 
emoluments, uniting the deanery of St. Paul's 
with the biſhopric of Lincoln ; whilſt many of 


your brethren, whoſe pious labours infinitely ex- 


ceed your's, and are far more uſeful, are in want 
of the common decencies requiſite for their ſtation. 


' You have been able to aggrandize your family, 


and raiſe them to otium cum dignitate. Nor 
am I inſenſible that when I mention this, I am 
mentioning a circumſtance which, in one point of 
view, is greatly to your honour, At the ſame 
time, it may ſerve to remind you, that they who 
have reſigned their preferments in that eſtabliſh- 
ment, to which you owe your riſe, have given a 
more unequiyocal proof of their ſincerity ; and 
the publications by which they have defended their 
opinions, have diſplayed a depth of erudition, to 
which there is nothing that your lordſhip has 
hitherto favoured the public with, can make the 
leaſt pretenſions. 3 


PHOTINUS, 


WESTMINSTER, January 1, 1795. 
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